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REMARKS IN SUPPORT OF THE PRE-APPEAL BRIEF 
REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Dear Sir: 

In response to the Final Office Action mailed April 20, 2007, (hereinafter, "the Final 
Office Action") and further pursuant to the Notice of Appeal and Pre-Appeal Brief Request for 
Review submitted herewith, the Applicants respectfiiUy request review and reconsideration of 
the Fmal Office Action m view of the following issues. 

1. The Asserted Combination of Foote and Budrys is Missing an Element of 

Each of the Claims 

Applicants traverse the rejection of claims 1-10, 23-31 and 32-33 under 35 U.S.C. 
§103(a) as unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 7,015,954 ("Foote") and further in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,618,078 ("Budrys"), at page 3 of the Final Office Action. 



The asserted combination of Foote and Budrys fails to disclose or suggest that a 
processing engine and first and second image sensors are secured to a mounting surface, as 
recited in independent claim 1. The Office Action admits that Foote does not disclose that the 
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processing engine is mounted on the same mounting surface as the first and second image 
sensors. See Final Office Action, page 5. Budrys, in contrast to claim 1, discloses an application 
specific integrated circuit that includes a single photosensor array and digital signal processing 
circuitry . See Budrys, col. 3, lines 48-53. Budrys does not disclose a mounting surface 
including two image sensors and a processor. Therefore, Fodte and Budrys, separately or in 
combination, do not disclose or suggest each element of claim 1. Hence, claim 1 is allowable. 
Claims 2-10 depend fi-om claim 1, and are therefore allowable at least by virtue of their 
dependence fi'om allowable claim 1 . 

The asserted combination fails to disclose or suggest correlating a plurality of digital 
image sensors with different views of a scene, where an integrated circuit comprises a processing 
engine and at least one of the plurality of digital image sensors, as recited in independent claim 
23. The Office Action admits that Foote does not disclose the processing engine being mounted 
on the same integrated circuit as one of the image sensors. See Office Action, page 10. Budrys, 
in contrast to claim 23, discloses a system including a single photosensor array and a digital 
signal processor, both of which are included in an application specific integrated circuit. Budrys 
does not disclose a plurality of digital image sensors . Therefore, Foote and Budrys, separately or 
in combination, do not disclose or suggest each element of claim 23. Claims 24-31 depend from 
claim 23, and are therefore allowable, at least by virtue of their dependence from allowable claim 
23. 

The asserted combination fails to disclose or suggest receiving image data from a 
plurality of image sensors, where an integrated circuit comprises a processing engine and at least 
one of the plurality of digital image sensors, as recited in independent claim 32. The Office 
Action admits that Foote does not disclose an integrated circuit that includes the processing 
engine and one of a plurality of digital image sensors. See Office Action, pages 14-15. Budrys, 
in contrast to claim 23, discloses a system including a single photosensor array and digital signal 
processing circuitry, both of which are included in an application specific integrated circuit. See 
Budrys, Fig. 2, and col. 3, Imes 49-53. Budrys does not disclose a plurality of digital image 
sensors . Further, Burdrys does not disclose receiving image data from a plurality of image 
sensors, as recited in claim 32. Therefore, Foote and Burdrys, separately or in combination, do 
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not disclose or suggest each and every element of claim 32, or claim 33, which depends from 
claim 32. Hence, claims 32-33 are allowable. 

Further, there is an improper basis to combine references. Budrys cannot be combined 
with Foote to produce an integrated circuit that includes a processing engine and at least one 
digital image sensor from a plurality of digital image sensors, as recited in claim 23. The 
apparatus of Budrys accepts input from only a single photosensor array , and cannot accept input 
from another camera, such as one or more cameras of the camera array of Foote. See Budrys, 
Fig. 2. Thus, Bundrys teaches away from Foote. The combination is improper, and should be 
withdrawn. For this additional reason, claims 1-10, 23-31 and 32-33 are allowable. 

2. The Asserted Combination of Foote and Li is Missing an Element of Each 

of the Claims 

Applicants traverse the rejection of claims 1 1-12 and 14-21 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as 
unpatentable oyer Foote and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 7,092,014 ("Li"), at page 16 of 
the Final Office Action. The Office Action admits that Foote does not disclose an integrated 
circuit including a first image module, a second image module, and a processing engine, as 
recited in independent claim 11. See Office Action, page 17. Li discloses that two or more 
cameras may be included in system 240. See Li, col. 9, lines 34-36. Fig. 5 of Li illustrates that 
in the system of Li, multiple cameras are mounted separately on a vertical array bar. See Li, Fig. 
5. Li discloses that all or part of the invention can be implemented in one or more ASICs . See 
Li, col. 4, lines 44-46. Fig. 5 illustrates that multiple cameras mounted on a vertical array bar 
cannot be implemented in only one ASIC, because each camera is a discrete unit mounted on the 
vertical array bar with distance between the particular camera and neighboring cameras. See Li, 
Fig. 5. Therefore, Foote and Li, separately or in combination, do not disclose each and every 
element of claim 11. Claims 12 and 14-21 depend from claim 11. Hence, claims 12 and 14-21 
are allowable, at least by virtue of their dependence fi-om allowable claim 1 1 . 
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CONCLUSION 



Applicants have pointed out specific features of the claims not disclosed, suggested, or 
rendered obvious by the references applied in the Office Action. Accordingly, Applicants 
respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of each of the rejections, as well as an 
indication of the allowability of each of the pending claims 



The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees, which may be required, or 
credit any overpayment, to Deposit Account Nxmiber 50-2469. 



Respectfully submitted. 



Date 



JefflPey G. Toler, Reg. No. 38,342 




Attomey for Applicants 
TOLER SCHAFFER LLP 
8500 Bluffstone Cove, Suite A201 
Austin, Texas 78759 
(512) 327-5515 (phone) 
(512) 327-5575 (fax) 
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